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NOTI CE 
This opinion is subject to further 
editing and modification.  The final 
version will appear in the bound 
volume of the official reports.   
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MOTI ON f or  r econsi der at i on.   Reconsideration denied.   

 

¶1 PER CURI AM.    On June 5,  2012,  Pl ai nt i f f - Respondent -

Cr oss- Appel l ant ,  Mar co A.  Mar quez,  f i l ed a mot i on ent i t l ed 

" Mot i on f or  Cl ar i f i cat i on/ Reconsi der at i on"  r egar di ng Mar quez v.  

Mer cedes- Benz USA,  LLC,  2012 WI  57,  ___ Wi s.  2d ___,  ___ 

N. W. 2d ___,  seeki ng " i nst r uct i on t o t he c i r cui t  cour t  r egar di ng 

an awar d of  Mar quez' s r easonabl e appel l at e at t or ney f ees, "  

pur suant  t o Wi s.  St at .  § 218. 0171( 7) .    

¶2 Mer cedes- Benz USA,  LLC,  has not  r esponded or  obj ect ed 

t o Mar quez' s mot i on.  
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¶3 Wi sconsi n St at .  § 218. 0171( 7)  ( 2009- 10)  pr ovi des i n 

r el evant  par t  t hat  " [ t ] he cour t  shal l  awar d a consumer  who 

pr evai l s i n such an act i on t wi ce t he amount  of  any pecuni ar y 

l oss,  t oget her  wi t h cost s,  di sbur sement s and r easonabl e at t or ney 

f ees,  and any equi t abl e r el i ef  t he cour t  det er mi nes 

appr opr i at e. "    

¶4 " Reasonabl e at t or ney f ees"  avai l abl e t o a pr evai l i ng 

consumer  under  Wi s.  St at .  § 218. 0171( 7)  i ncl ude at t or ney f ees 

f or  appel l at e wor k.   Ki l i an v.  Mer cedes- Benz USA,  LLC,  2011 WI  

65,  ¶58 n. 22,  335 Wi s.  2d 566,  799 N. W. 2d 815 ( quot i ng Chmi l l  v.  

Fr i endl y For d- Mer cur y of  Janesvi l l e,  I nc. ,  144 Wi s.  2d 796,  809,  

424 N. W. 2d 747 ( Ct .  App.  1988) ) .   

¶5 Accor di ngl y,  we cl ar i f y t he deci s i on as f ol l ows:  

¶6 The di sposi t i on i s amended t o r ead as f ol l ows:   

" Af f i r med and r emanded. "  

¶7 Par agr aph 123 i s amended t o r ead as f ol l ows:   " For  t he 

r easons st at ed,  we af f i r m t he ci r cui t  cour t ' s  j udgment  and or der  

and r emand t he cause t o t he c i r cui t  cour t  t o det er mi ne 

r easonabl e at t or ney f ees pur suant  t o Wi s.  St at .  § 218. 0171( 7) . "   

¶8 The mandat e l i ne i s amended t o r ead as f ol l ows:   " By 

the Court.—The j udgment  and or der  of  t he c i r cui t  cour t  ar e 

af f i r med and t he cause i s r emanded t o t he c i r cui t  cour t . "  

¶9 By the Court.—The mot i on f or  r econsi der at i on i s deni ed 

wi t hout  cost s.  
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